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1 )KI Responsive to communication(s) filed on 14 April 2008 . 
2a )□ This action is FINAL. 2b)^ This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) ^ Claim(s) 1-8.18 and 26-40 is/are pending in the application. 
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5) ^ Claim(s) 18 is/are allowed. 

6) |EI Claim(s) 1,2,26,27,32,39 and 40 is/are rejected. 

7) [3 Claim(s) 3-8.28-31 and 33-38 is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Amendment 

1 . This action is in response to the communication filed on 4/14/08. 

2. Claims 9-1 7 and 1 9-25 have been previously cancelled. 

3. Claims 26-40 have been added. 

4. Claims 1-8, 18-18 and 26-40 are pending in this action. 



Claim Objections 

Claim 34 is objected to because of the following informalities: " prioritized packets 
every moving —"on line 3 should be — prioritized packets of (or for) every moving 
Appropriate correction is required. 

Claims 33 is objected to because of the following informalities: the claim 
depends on itself. Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim 36 objected to because of the following informalities: an appropriate 
preposition should be inserted in "packet every MAC address" on line 2. Appropriate 
correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 
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(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 9-11,14,1 6, 21 , 24 and 25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over See (US 2004/0003094 A1 in view of Kikinis (US 6,078,566). For 
examination purpose, the claims are considered in the order shown below beginning 
with claim 39. 

As per claim 39: See discloses a packet transmission method comprising the steps of: 

sorting received packets into prioritized packets (see paragraph 0054); 

accumulating the sorted prioritized packets (see paragraph 0043); 

capsulating more than one of the accumulated packets into one capsulated 
packet (see paragraphs 0013, 0029); and 

transmitting said capsulated packet (see paragraphs 0013, 0029). Thus, the 
immediate reference discloses packets that are prioritized (sorted according to priority 
levels); stored and encapsulated before being sent/transmitted or distributed to a target 
network device. But, it (See) does not explicitly teach about sorting packets into 
prioritized and non-prioritized packets, as claimed. However, in the same field of 
endeavor, Kikinis teaches wireless data network telephony wherein a DSP (digital signal 
processor) within a speech recognition is used to sort out speech from non-speech and 
creates data packets for voice only (see col. 7, lines 24-45). It is to be noted that since 
the network is a data network, the other or the unselected packet/s must be data 
packet/s from which the voice only signal is extracted and packetized. Therefore, it 
would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to modify the teaching of See with that of Kikinis for the advantage of providing 
enhanced data network telephony (internet telephony) in narrow bandwidth wireless 
links (see col. 1, lines 6-12). 

As per claim 32: the features of claim 32 are similar to the features of claim 39 except 
claim 39 is directed to method comprising steps required to be employed by the system 
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of claim 32. Hence, since the system of claim 32 is required by the method of claim 39, 
claim 32 is rejected on the same ground and motivation as claim 39. 
As per claim 26: "A base station" in the preamble is considered as an intended use 
since it does not enhance the body of the claim . Other features of claim 26 are similar to 
the features of claim 39, except claim 39 is directed to a method comprising steps 
required to be employed by the system of claim 26. Hence, since the system of claim 27 
is required by the method of claim 39, claim 27 is rejected on the same ground and 
motivation as claim 39. 

As per claim 27: "A wireless LAN terminal" in the preamble is considered as an 
intended use since it does not enhance the body of the claim . Other features of claim 27 
are similar to the features of claim 39, except claim 39 is directed to a method 
comprising steps required to be employed by the system of claim 27. Hence, since the 
system of claim 27 is required by the method of claim 39, claim 27 is rejected on the 
same ground and motivation as claim 39. 

Claims 1 and 40 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 

See in view of Kikinis and further in view of applicants' admitted prior art (AAPA). 

As per claim 1: some of the features of claim 1 (directed to sorting, accumulating, 
capsulating/encapsulating and transmitting) are similar to the features of claim 39. Since 
the wireless system of claim 1 requires to follow the method steps of claim 39, the 
similar features of claim 1 are rejected on the same ground and motivation as claim 39. 
But, See in view of Kikinis does not explicitly teach about at least one base station; at 
least one wireless LAN terminal connected to said base station via a wireless LAN; and 
a packet transmission system for transmitting a packet between said base station and 
said at least one wireless LAN terminal via the wireless LAN, as claimed by applicant. 
However, in the same field of endeavor applicant admits the presence of a prior art that 
includes — at least one base station (see fig. 14, element 1320); at least one wireless 
LAN terminal connected to said base station via a wireless LAN (see fig. 14, elements 
1331-133N); and a packet transmission system for transmitting a packet between said 
base station and said at least one wireless LAN terminal via the wireless LAN (see fig. 
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14, elements PAYLOAD 1-PAYLOAD N). Therefore, it would have been obvious for one 
of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to utilize a wireless LAN 
system for transmitting voice packets (or voice/data), since it is known to do so as 
evidenced by applicants' use of the same. 

As per claim 40: the features of claim 40 are similar to the features of claim 1 . Hence, 
claim 40 is rejected on the same ground and motivation as claim 1 . 

Claim 2 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over the 

references applied to claim 1 above and further in view of examiner's Official Notice. 

As per claim 2: the references applied to claim 1 do not explicitly teach about a packet 

transmission system further comprising arbitrating means for transmitting delay request 

(back-off request) information for delaying transmission of packets from said base 

station to said wireless LAN terminal such that the packet transmission does not overlap 

(collide) with other terminals, thereby arbitrating transmission of packets from said 

wireless LAN terminal to said base station so as not to cause a collision thereof, as 

claimed by applicant. However, examiner takes Official Notice that it is well known in the 

art of multiple access communication to arbitrate access between multiple devices or 

nodes or hosts trying to get access to a channel or a network such that the packets from 

those devices do not collide each other by arriving at the same time to their destination 

or a network access point like a base station, as for example shown in Sugar et al.'s 

reference (see col. 10, lines 40-61 ). Therefore, it would have been obvious for one of 

ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to make use of an arbitrating 

means (e.g., CSMA/CA or carrier sense multiple access with collision avoidance) for the 

known advantage of avoiding packet collisions, As evidenced by applicant's use of the 

same. 
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Allowable Subject Matter 

Claim 18 is allowed. 

As per claim 18: the claim is directed to packet transmission. The prior art of record, 
within the context of claim 18, does not fairly teach or suggest a packet transmission 
system with a means for transmits capsulated packets with a defined CODEC period, 
which is a minimum period necessary for a terminal reception, as recited in claim 18. 

Claims 3-8, 28-31 and 33-38 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected 
base claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Meless N. Zewdu whose telephone number is (571) 
272-7873. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30 am to 5:00 pm.. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Bost Dwayne D can be reached on (571) 272-7023. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Any inquiry of a general nature relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
2600. 



/Meless N Zewdu/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2617 

7/30/2008 



